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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final office action is in response to the amendments submitted 23 
September 2005. 

2. Claims 1 -8 and 1 0-24 are pending. Claims 1 , 11-12, 17 and 21 are independent 
claims. Claim 9 is cancelled. The rejection of claims 1-8 and 10-24 has been withdrawn 
as necessitated by the amendment. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Screenshots from www.iwu.edu/-lshapiro , via Web Archive 
(web.archive.Org/webr/http://www.iwu.edu/-lshapiro), December 06, 1998, hereafter 
Screenshots and further in view of Myers et al. (US 5581677, patented 3 December 
1996, hereafter Myers). 

As per independent claim 1 , Screenshots disclose a computer-readable medium 
bearing instructions in a markup language for interactively presenting information to a 
user, the instructions arranged, upon processing by a rendering agent, to cause one or 
more processors execution the rendering agent to perform the steps of: 
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• Displaying simultaneously a first data and a second data on a web page (Figure 
1 , items 1 and 2) 

• Setting a plurality of active regions on the first data wherein each active region is 
responsive to an event and performs an action in response to the event (Figure 

1 , item 1 : Here, several active regions (links) are shown. When a link is selected, 
a new data is displayed in the place of the second data (Figure 2, item 3)) 

• Detecting an event relating to the first chart (Figures 1-2: Here, when a link is 
selected by a user, a new data is displayed in the place of the second data) 

• In response to the event relating to the first data, performing the action of 
replacing the second data with a third data so as to display simultaneously the 
first data and the third data on the web page (Figures 1-2) 

Screenshots fail to specifically disclose wherein the data is a chart. Myers discloses a 
chart (column 1, lines 13-16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Screenshots with Myers, since it would have 
allowed a user to access multiple charts via a menu chart. 

As per dependent claim 2, Screenshots and Myers disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Screenshots further 
discloses the event includes a cursor control event relating to one of the active regions 
(Figure 1, item 1: Here, several active regions (links) are shown. When a link is 
selected, a new data is displayed in the place of the second data (Figure 2, item 3)). 



Application/Control Number: 09/829,903 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2178 

As per dependent claim 3 t Screenshots and Myers disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 2, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Screenshots further 
discloses selecting a third data from the plurality of data based on the one of the active 
regions indicated by the cursor control event (Figures 2, item 1 : Here, the user selects a 
third data from the active region (link)). 

As per dependent claim 4, Screenshots and Myers disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Screenshots further 
discloses: 

• Detecting another cursor control event, wherein the other cursor control event 
relates to another one of the active regions (Figures 2-3) 

• In response to the other cursor control event, performing the steps of: 

o Selecting a fourth chart from the plurality of charts based on the other of 
the active regions indicated by the other cursor control event (Figures 2-3) 

o Replacing the third chart with the fourth data so as to display 

simultaneously the first data and the fourth data on the web page (Figure 
3, item 4) 

As per dependent claim 5, Screenshots and Myers disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Screenshots further 
disclose wherein the event includes a movement of a cursor over the first data, a 
movement of the cursor out of the first data, or a click when the cursor is positioned 
over the first data (Figures 1-3: Here, when a user clicks on an active region (link), the 
event occurs). 
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As per dependent claim 6, Screenshots and Myers disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Screenshots further 
discloses receiving content and styling information for the first data, second data, and 
the third data; generating the instructions in the markup language based on the content 
and styling information for the first data, second data, and third data; and embodying the 
instructions in the computer-readable medium (Figures 1-3: Here, the data is in the 
HTML markup language, which is rendered by the web browser. This information is 
also available on the Internet, a computer-readable medium). 

As per dependent claim 7, Screenshots and Myers disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Screenshots further 
discloses making the computer-readable medium accessible to the computer system 
and executing the rendering agent to load and render the information in accordance 
with the instructions in the markup language (Figures 1-3). 

As per independent claim 17, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially 
similar to those in claim 1. The only noticeable difference is that claim 17 teaches more 
instances of replacing data on a web page. The method of claim 1 allows for multiple 
frames to be simultaneously displayed and replaced. Claim 17 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 18, the applicant discloses receiving content and styling 
information for data on the web, similar to claim 6. Claim 18 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 19, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 7. Claim 19 is similarly rejected. 
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5. Claims 8, 10-12, 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Screenshots and Myers and further in view of Michaud et al. (US 
2002/0052891, filed 10 April 1998, hereafter Michaud). 

As per dependent claim 8, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially 
similar to those in claim 1 , except the use of a map element and wherein the image 
elements reference data. Screenshots fails to disclose these limitations. However, 
Michaud discloses use of a map element wherein the image elements reference data 
(paragraph 0006). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Screenshots and Myers with Michaud, since it 
would have allowed a user to use image data in conjunction with links (Michaud: 
paragraph 0006). 

As per dependent claim 10, Screenshots, Myers, and Michaud disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 8, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Screenshots further disclose the replacing the second data with the third data is 
performed without loading another web page (Figures 1-3: Here, as the second data is 
replaced with the third data, the URL of the web page does not change). 

As per independent claim 11, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially 
similar to those in claims 1 and 8. Claim 1 1 is similarly rejected under Screenshots, 
Myers, and Michaud. 

As per independent claim 12, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially 
similar to those in claim 1 1 , except the use of a shape attribute specifying a geometry 
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for display on the single web page that overlaps at least part of the first data and does 
not overlap the second data. Michaud further discloses use of a shape attribute 
specifying a geometry for display on the single web page that overlaps at least part of 
the first data and does not overlap the second data (paragraphs 0006-0009: Here, 
hotspots are geometric areas that link to another data set. Hotspots are then 
overlapped with image data). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Screenshots, Myers, and Michaud with Michaud, 
since it would have allowed a user to interact with image data (Michaud: paragraphs 
0006-0009). 

As per dependent claim 20, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 8. Claim 20 is similarly rejected. 

As per independent claim 21, the applicant discloses the limitation substantially 
similar to those in claim 12. The applicant further includes a second image map 
referencing a second image to be rendered in a second area. The method further 
includes a second image map referencing a second image to be rendered in a second 
area is substantially similar to having a first image map referencing a first image to be 
rendered as disclosed by Screenshots, Myers, and Michaud. Claim 21 is similarly 
rejected. 

As per dependent claim 22, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially 
similar to claim 17. Claim 22 is similarly rejected. 
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6. Claims 13-16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Screenshots, Myers, and Michaud and further in view of Priester ("Mouse Over Magic," 
2000, obtained from http://www. efuse.com/clinic/mouseover/ ). 

As per dependent claim 13, Screenshots, Myers, and Michaud discloses the 
limitations similar to those in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
They fail to specifically disclose the event including a movement of a cursor into the 
geometry specified by the shape attribute. However, Priester discloses events including 
the movement of a cursor into the geometry specified by the shape attribute (pages 1- 
2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Screenshots, Myers, and Michaud with Priester, 
since it would have allowed a user to view changes based upon the positioning of a 
cursor (Priester: page 1). 

As per dependent claim 14, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 4. Claim 14 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 15, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 6. Claim 15 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 16, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 7. Claim 16 is similarly rejected. 
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7. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Screenshots and Myers and further in view of Robotham et al. (US 6704024, filed 29 
November 2000, hereafter Robotham). 

As per dependent claim 23, Screenshots and Myers, disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Screenshots 
and Myers fail, to specifically disclose use of a DOM. However, Robotham discloses 
use of a DOM for rendering reference data (column 17, line 62- column 18, line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Screenshots and Myers with Robotham, since it 
would have allowed a user to map representations between input fields and the 
representation of the visual element (Robotham: column 18, lines 6-15). 

8. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Screenshots, and Myers and further in view of Priester. 

As per dependent claim 24, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 13. Claim 24 is similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8 and 10-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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As disclosed above, the Screenshots reference has been added to address the 
applicant's amended limitations. Upon updating the search to include the amended 
limitations, the prior art above was discovered. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R. Stork whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 



Application/Control Number: 09/829,903 
Art Unit: 2178 



Page 1 1 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571 ) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
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